Yet, there is abundant evidence in early modern primary sources and contemporary secondary sources that non-Muslim Ottomans were accorded freedom of worship in their own churches and synagogues, and significant intracommunal economic, administrative, and judicial autonomy. While the degree of religious tolerance practised by the Ottomans might not match some twentyfirst century expectations, it certainly exceeded that of early modern Europe. Despite this overwhelming evidence of Ottoman state toleration towards its non-Muslim subjects, the perception of Ottoman cruelty and intolerance is perpetuated in the work of some modern historians, journalists and polemicists. For example, the Habsburg historian Paula Fichtner, in her work on Habsburg representations of the Ottoman Empire, conflates Ottoman imperial and territorial expansionist ambitions with a desire for religious domination, and therefore interprets all Ottoman official state rhetoric accordingly, without analysing the various functions such pronouncements were intended to serve, nor assessing the degree to which they reflected and cohered with actual Ottoman practices and motivations. She encourages readers to position the Ottomans as early modern precursors to twenty-first century Islamists-reactionary, fundamentalist militants determined to destroy Christianity-a position that is reinforced by her discussion, in the introduction to the book, of the 2001 September 11 attacks on America.4
